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AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS 
Please amend the claims as follows: 
Listing of Claims; 

Claim 1 (Currently Amended): A system for transacting business between a solicitor 
and a business comprising: 

a server used by a-the business and beiftg-accessible by a-the_solicitor; and 

a contract nvfilnntnr hnuned evaluation unit, a standar d processing unit, and a non- 
standard processing unit, the contract evaluation unit and the standard and non-standard 
processing units included in e «-the server, wherein 

the standard processing unit is configured to proc ess data by an automatic process, 
and the non-standard processing unit is configured t o process data with human intervention 

by an additional data input; 

-wherein the contract nvnluntnr evaluation unit i s configured fi)r eeei¥es to receive 
input data from the solicitor, and dotorminep (ii) to determine at a firot o tag e w hether the input 
data is complete, and error free in accordance with error validation criteria, to rocoivo fiirthor 
ovminntinn , and riii^ to evaluat e and at a oocond stage whether the complete input data as-a 
whole fallo within at least two apccific pathv , ayshas to be further processed by the standard 
processing unit or the non-standard p r ocessing unit of further data o \^aluation , 

the complete input data is sent for further processing to the sta ndard processing unit in 
a case where the contract evaluation unit determines that the comp lete input data fits a 
predetermined acceptable range, the pred e termined acceptable range being an ideal range of 
acceptable premiums, and where the com p lete input data includes at least a premium from the 
solicitor, 

the complete input data is sent for f\irther proc essing to the non-standard processing 
..nit in a rase where the contract evaluation unit deter min es tha t the complete input data falls 
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outside of the predetermined acceptable range, and where the complete inpu t data requires the 
human intervention a first of th e spooific pathways b e ing automatic and uaod when tho input 
data fits within an accoptablo range that is prodotorminod by tho oyotom. tho aocoptablo range 
being an ideal rang e of aoooptablo premium s and th e input data including at loaat a premium 
from th e solicitor, and a sooond of tho op e cifio pathways being oomi automatic and used 
when the input data falls outoido of tho aocoptablo range that is prodotorminod by tho system, 
procoosing assooiatod with tho oocond of tho spocifio pathways ultimately nooosoitating 
manual intor\'ontion by an export . 

Claim 2 (Currently Amended): The system of claim 1, wherein said contract 
evaluation unit determines thattf the input data is not complet e at tho first stage , then the 
solicitor is alerted to complete the input data. 

Claim 3 (Currently Amended): The system of claim 2, wherein the contract ovaluator 
evaluation unit is further configured (iii) t o evaluate whether the complete input data has to 
be further processed bv the standard processing unit or the non-standa rd processing unit 
dotorminoG at the socond stago whether the input data as a w^holo falls with one of tho at lonit 
two gpooifio pathwaysjs based on one or more rules , t h o o ne or moro rules bei n g that are 
associated with a reinsurance business model. 

Claim 4 (Currently Amended): The system of claim 1, wherein the standard 
processing unit or the non-s tandard processing unit o ach of tho at least two specific pathways 
W -are configured to operate with a prerequisite of a given range of variables. 



Claim 5 (Cancelled). 
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Claim 6 (Currently Amended): The system of claim 1, wherein the standard 
processina unit and the non-standard processing unit ono of tho at loaot two opocifio pathwa>'s 
are configured to accept aeeeets-th e complete input data of the solicitor and are configured to 
inform s tgtals-the solicitor that a contract has been formed based on the complete input data. 

Claim 7 (Currently Amended): The system of claim 1, wherein ono of tho at loaot two 
npnnifip pnthwnvn pronontn the standard processing unit and the non-standard processing unit 
are configured to inform the solicitor with a counteroffer. 

Claim 8 (Canceled). 

Claim 9 (Currently Amended): The system of claim 1, wherein the standard 
processing unit and the non-standard proces sinp unit are configured to informono of the at 
loaat two opocifio pathwayo o ignals the solicitor that a contract cannot be formed. 

Claims 10-17 (Cancelled). 

Claim 1 8 (Currently Amended): A method of transacting business between a solicitor 
and a i..i.in^«.^, the method perform e d on a server that includes at least one hardware 
processor , the method comprising the steps of: 

receiving input data fi-om a-the solicitor at a contract evaluation unit implemented on 
the server^Jheinputdata associated with a-the.business^t 
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evaluating the input dataeaad to determine dotorminin i e at a firot otae e bv the contract 
evaluation unit whether the input data is complete^ and error free in accordance with error 
validation criteria^ 

determining bv the contract evaluation unit whether the complete inp ut data has to be 
further processed bv a standard processing unit or a non -standard processing unit 
implemented on the server, 

sending the complete input data for further processing to the standard processing unit 
in a case where the contract evaluation unit determines that the complete input data fits a 
predetermined acceptable range, the predetermined acceptable range being an ideal range of 
acceptable premiums, and where the com plete input data includes at least a premium from the 
solicitor, and 

sending the complete input data for further pr o cessing to the non-standard processing 
unit in a case where the contract evaluation unit determines that the com plete input data falls 
outside of the predetermined acceptable rang e , and where the complete input data requires the 
human intervention , to i o coi^-c further o\-aluation, and at a second otago whothor tho input 
data as a whole fallo within at loaot two apooifio pathways of fiirthor data evaluation, a first 
spooific pathwa>'o being automatic and uGcd when tho input data fits within an accoptable 
range that is predetermined by tho oyotom, tho accoptable range being an ideal range of 
acceptable premiums and tho input data including at loaot a premium from tho solicitor, and a 
second of tho opocific pathways being somi automatic, and used when the input data f nlk 
outside of tho accoptable range that is prodotorminod by tho system, pi u oosoing aosociatod 
with tho second of tho apcoific pathways ultimately nGcoositating m a nual intcr/cntion by an 
exp e rt . 



5 



Application No. 10/630,857 

Reply to Office Action of June 15, 2009 

Claim 19 (Currently Amended): The method of claim 18, wherein in said step of 
evaluating tf^the input data , in a case where the input data is not complet e at tho first otage , 
theft-the solicitor is alerted to complete the input data. 

Claim 20 (Currently Amended): The method of claim 1 8, wherein the standard 
processing unit and the non-standard processing unit are configur ed to operate witheaeh-ef 
tho at l e ast two op e cific pathways has a prerequisite of a given range of variables. 

Claim 21 (Cancelled). 

Claim 22 (Currently Amended): The method of claim 1 8, wherein said step of 
determining evaluates whether the complete input data ha s to be fiirther processed by the 
standard processing unit or the non-standard processing unit tho dotormining at tho oocond 
stage inoludoo dotormining v s 'hothor tho input data aa a whole falla with ono of tho at loaot two 
specific pathways based on one or more rules , tl io ono or more rules being associated with a 
reinsurance business model. 

Claim 23 (New): A computerized device configured to transact business between a 
solicitor and a business, the device comprising: 

a server configured to be accessed by the solicitor, the server programmed to provide 
a contract evaluation unit, a standard processing unit, and a non-standard processing unit, 
wherein 

the standard processing unit is configured to process data by an automatic process, 
and the non-standard processing unit is configured to process data with human intervention 
by an additional data input; 
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wherein the contract evaluation unit is configured (i) to receive input data from the 
sohcitor, (ii) to determine whether the input data is complete and error free in accordance 
with error validation criteria, and (iii) to evaluate whether the complete input data has to be 
further processed by the standard processing unit or the non-standard processing unit, 

the complete input data is sent for further processing to the standard processing unit in 
a case where the contract evaluation unit determines that the complete input data fits a 
predetermined acceptable range, the predetermined acceptable range being an ideal range of 
acceptable premiums, and where the complete input data includes at least a premium from the 
solicitor, 

the complete input data is sent for further processing to the non-standard processing 
unit in a case where the contract evaluation unit determines that the complete input data falls 
outside of the predetermined acceptable range, and where the complete input data requires the 
human intervention. 

Claim 24 (New): The computerized device of claim 23, wherein said contract 
evaluation unit determines that the input data is not complete, then the solicitor is alerted to 
complete the input data. 

Claim 25 (New): The computerized device of claim 24, wherein the contract 
evaluation unit is further configured (iii) to determine whether the complete input data has to 
be further processed by the standard processing unit or the non-standard processing unit is 
based on one or more rules that are associated with a reinsurance business model. 
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Claim 26 (New): The computerized device of claim 23, wherein the standard 
processing unit or the non-standard processing unit are configured to operate with a 
prerequisite of a given range of variables. 

Claim 27 (New): The computerized device of claim 23, wherein the standard 
processing unit and the non-standard processing unit are configured to accept the complete 
input data of the solicitor and are configured to inform the solicitor that a contract has been 
formed based on the complete input data. 

Claim 28 (New): The computerized device of claim 23, wherein the standard 
processing unit and the non-standard processing unit are configured to inform the solicitor 
with a counteroffer. 
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